REMARKS 



The Amendments 

The title and abstract are amended to address the objections thereto in the Office Action. 
Claims 35 and 36 are amended to correct the error in the formulae noted in the Office Action; the 
specification is similarly amended. The amendments do not narrow the scope of the claims. 

The Objection to the Title and Abstract 

The objections to the title and abstract are believed to be addressed by the above 
amendments thereto. 

The Rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph 

The rejection of claims 35 and 36 under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, first paragraph, is believed to be 
rendered moot by the amendments thereto. The formulas are corrected as suggested in the Office 
Action. In both cases, the fully aromatic formula was intended. This is clear for claim 35 from 
the specification. For claim 36, the formula in the specification is illegible but, based on its 
parallel disclosure for formula XIX and XX, it is submitted that it would be clear to one of 
ordinary skill in the art that the formula is the same for R3 in formula XXI. 

It is submitted that the claims are in condition for allowance. However, the Examiner is 
kindly invited to contact the undersigned to discuss any unresolved matters. 
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees associated with this response 
or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 13-3402. 



MILLEN, WHITE, ZELANO 

& BRANIGAN, P.C. 
Arlington Courthouse Plaza 1 
2200 Clarendon Blvd. Suite 1400 
Arlington, Virginia 22201 
Telephone: (703)243-6333 
Facsimile: (703) 243-6410 
Attorney Docket No. : SCH- 1 73 1 D 1 

Date: June 15,2006 

JAS/blb 



Respectfully submitted, 
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